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Two more items from the RESEARCH MANUSCRIPT SERIES are published in
this issue of the NOTEBOOK. These are Manuscript No. 8 by E. Thomas
Hemmings and No. 13 by Richard Polhemus.
We spent the weekend at the end of July with Mr. & Mrs. Greg Day at
Charleston. The Days have been working for some months on a grant in the
Charleston area attempting to develop some ethnographic background and
general understanding of the Black community. Their work has been highly
successful, but is nearing an end for this year. They will be entering
graduate studies at Yale this fall. We discussed the possibility of
follow-up on these studies in future years with the prospect of working
out an Institute project that would include the Days.
On July 25th we met with the Columbia Zoological Park people to plan
archeological research in that area along the Saluda River just outside
Columbia. South Carolina is to be congratulated on its foresight in developing this area into what promises to be the finest zoological park
in the Southeast. Mr. John Mehrtens, a distinguished zoo specialist, is
the director. An archeological survey of the area was conducted by Thomas
M. Ryan of the Institute staff on August 1-8 and, sporadically, during
the rest of August. Three historic and four prehistoric sites were located.
Through the good efforts of Janson Cox of the Department of Parks,
Recreation and Tourism we had a profitable meeting with the historic sites
planners of the ten Regional Planning Offices on August 8th. The meeting
at Santee State Park was to orient the planners on archeological aspects
of their work. Dr. Leland Ferguson took the group, in the afternoon, for
a tour of his excavations at the Scott's Lake Site (38CR1).
George A. Teague resigned from the Institute staff on July 15th to
return to graduate studies toward the Ph.D. degree. He will be at the
University of Arizona for the next couple of years. We enjoyed having
George with us for the past year. He has done a fine job for the Institute
completing all but the report of the Parr Shoals excavations. We anticipate that he will have that done within the next several months.
Dr. George Bass of the University of Pennsylvania visited the Institute
on August 12th to discuss our underwater archeology program. The Institute
was funded by the 1972 legislature, for the first time, for the purpose of
administering the Underwater Salvage Law.
Dr. & Mrs. Edward B. Jelks of Illinois State University visited with
us at the Institute, August 22-24th, en route home from a research trip
to the Carribbean.
On August 18th we met at the Augusta Museum with Dr. Joseph R. Caldwell
of the University of Georgia, and Clemens de Bai110u of the Augusta Museum.
We held a public forum to discuss the prospects for archeological survey
of the Lower Savannah River.
On August 24th, we met with officials of the Savannah River Plant of
the Atomic Energy Commission to discuss an archeological survey of the
S.R.P. area to funded by A.E.C.
Robert L. Stephenson
Institute of Archeology and Anthropology
University of South Carolina
Columbia, South Carolina
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BOOK REVIEW
THE SIOUX OF THE ROSEBUD, A HISTORY IN PICTURES. Photographs by John A.
Anderson, Text by Henry W. Hamilton and Jean Tyree Hamilton. (University
of Oklahoma Press, Norman.) Civilization of the American Indian Series.
1971. xxxi + 321 pp. $12.50
by Robert L. Stephenson
This is a volume of 234 photographs of the Sioux Indians of the Rosebud Reservation in South Dakota but it is not just another Indian picture
book. It has been so thoroughly researched and documented that it is an
original document in itself. It covers the period of 1885 to 1910 (mainly
1889-1895) in the photographs that . John A. Anderson took as a commercial
photographer in that area and each picture is extensively captioned.
It begins with a preface explaining how the Hamiltons happened upon

16 Anderson prints rather by chance, recognized their worth and spent the
next ten years gathering the other photographs and discussing them with
informants. That last point is the crux of the whole volume. Mr. and Mrs.
Hamilton made trip after trip to the Rosebud to discuss the pictures with
their Sioux informants. They sought out and talked with everyone that they
could find on or near the reservation who might know some of the scenes or
the people pictured. They spent tireless hours going over each picture
with as many informants as could be found. Who is this person? Where is
this scene? When was that taken? What are those things in the background1
Each picture is as well documented as an old photograph can be without a
full contemporary caption. Perhaps better because, in retrospect, more information is included than would be put into a contemporary caption.
The preface is followed by a thoughtful acknowledgement of all those
who helped with the preparation of the volume. There is, then, a 12 page
biography of the photographer, John A. Anderson, and a much too brief account of the Brule Sioux Indians, in two pages. The photographs and their
captions make up the next 294 pages and all are indexed in the final seven
pages.
The photographs are well organized by subject into twenty categories:
(2) Scenes of Fort Niobrara, (3) Scenes at the
Rosebud and Pine Ridge Agencies, (4) Sioux camps and villages, (5) Councils
with the Indians, (6) Officials on the reservation, (7) The beef issues,
domestic issues, and annuity payments, (8) Charles P. Jordan, Indian
Trader, (9) Buffalo Bill's and Charles P. Jordan's show Indians, (10) Day
Schools, (11) Ceremonies, (12) Dances, (13) Fall celebrations, (14) Fourth
of July celebrations, (15) Daily life, (16) Burial customs, (17) The Badlands, (18) Ranches and cattle, (19) Indian portraits, and (20) Supplication
to the Great Spirit.
(1) The Anderson family,

This is, in a way, an ethnographic account of a people in pictures.
It is also a story of a section of the country in a brief span of time when
that section was undergoing a dramatic change. As the authors say "Anderson's
photographs record the transition of the Brule Sioux from the free, nomadic
warriors fresh from the Battle of the Little Big Horn to the subjugated remnants of the tribe compelled to live on a reservation whose boundaries and
controls had been established by the White man's government." The military
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posts, the log cabins, the tipi camps, the native dress and ornaments, the
wagons, buggies and 'travois', the scaffold burials, the sweat lodge, food
preparation, etc., etc., are all depicted in their real settings and amply
identified in the captions. The White cattlemen, traders and soldiers are
also well depicted as they went about their daily tasks in association
with the Indians.
The historian sees almost at first hand how these people lived and
how the changing times affected these participants in history. The ethnographer, and even the archeologist, sees the way artifacts were used, how
camps were arranged, what people were and what some of the ceremonies and
events looked like as they were being lived. The interested layman has a
rare view of Indian and frontier life at a dramatic period of American
history in this area. Nearly all of the Indians and many of the White
people are identified by name and many famous names are included: Hollow
Horn Bear, Red Cloud, American Horse, Little Bald Eagle, Fool Bull, Stands
and Looks Back, Two Strike, Crow Dog and Picket Pin to name only a few of
the well known Sioux of the time.
This book is a tribute to the fine original photography of John A.
Anderson. It is a tribute to the photo-copy work of Wayne L. Nelson, then
of the River Basin Surveys Staff, Smithsonian Institution, Lincoln, Nebraska,
who copied all of the prints and negatives and made them usable. It is a
tribute to the tireless efforts of Henry and Jean Hamilton in putting the
whole work together and devoting ten years to its research. It is a tribute
to the fine printing and publishing of the University of Oklahoma Press.
Most of all it is a memorial to a great people--The Sioux of the Rosebud.

A FORT LOUDOUN GUN
Through the efforts of Mr. Roy Sunderland, President of the Fort Loudoun
Association, the Institute now has one of two known cannons that were used at
Fort Loudoun. These cannons were procured in Charles Town, South Carolina in
1756 for the armament of the forts among the Overhill Cherokee Towns. They
were transported to Fort Prince George on the Keowee River in South Carolina
and thence to Fort Loudoun on the Little Tennessee River in Tennessee. When
Fort Loudoun was abandoned the Cherokees got the guns to defend their villages.
Two of these cannons were found in excavations at the Overhill Cherokee
town of Chota. One is in private ownership the other is owned by the Fort
Loudoun Association. The latter was loaned to the Institute for recording
and preservation and was delivered to us on July 7 by Mr. Mack Pritchard,
State Archeologist of Tennessee. We will make measured drawings and photographs of the gun and treat it with preservative to prevent further deterioration. We may even experiment with making a cast of the cannon. It will
be returned to Fort Loudoun when this is completed.
Mr. William L. McDowell, Jr., Deputy Director of the S. C. Department
of Archives and History is preparing a brief history of these guns for publication in the "Fort Loudoun Communique", newsletter of the Fort Loudoun
Association, Vonore, Tennessee. This should probably appear in February
or March, 1973.
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ARCHEOLOGICAL SOCIETY OF SOUTH CAROLINA
This Society was organized in January, 1969 under the sponsorship
of the Institute of Archeology and Anthropology. Its intent is to bring
together non-professional and professional archeologists for the mutual
benefit of sharing in a common purpose -- the increased understanding of
archeological remains in South Carolina. It has several programs to
offer its members.
Meetings: Meetings are held regularly at 8:30 PM at the Columbia
Science Museum, 1519 Senate Street, Columbia, on the third Friday of each
month. The speaker in January was Mr. George A. Teague of the Institute
staff speaking about "A New Approach to Archeology". The February speaker
was James L. Michie, past president of the Society, who discussed "Ancient
Stone Tools of South Carolina". In March Mr. William Ayres, of the U.S.C.
Department of Anthropology and Sociology, spoke on "The Archeology of
Easter Island". The April program was presented by Hr. Robert Strickland,
archeologist on the Camden Project, who explained "The Archeology of
Historic Camden". In May, it was Mr. Stephen G. Baker of the Institute
staff speaking on "Historic Catawba Indian Pottery". In June a film on
"The Mystery of Stonehenge" was presented. The July program was also a
film by Don Crabtree on Flintknapping. In August, Mr. Thomas M. Ryan of
the Institute staff spoke to the Society on "Neanderthal Sites in Egypt
and Ethiopia". It is, indeed, a variety of programs.
Publications: FEATURES AND PROFILES, a monthly newsletter of 3-5
pages is sent to members as is the semi-annual SOUTH CAROLINA ANTIQUITIES.
Members also receive the bi-monthly NOTEBOOK from the Institute.
Library: A lending .library has been established with several dozen
books available for circulation and more being acquired each month.
Training: This May and June field and laboratory training was offered
by the Institute to members of the Society. George Teague of the Institute
staff held laboratory training sessions and orientation on May 27 and June
3. This was followed by supervised field excavation at the Blair Mound
Site where George had a field crew excavating. Society members participated
on weekends through the end of June. Twenty-four Society members participated.
Awards: An award is presented each year for the non-professional
archeologist who contributes most to the archeology of South Carolina.
This consists of a plaque and a membership in the Society for American
Archeology. An award is also given to the Society member (non-professional)
who publishes the most significant article on South Carolina archeology.
With this also goes a plaque and a membership in the Society for American
Archeology.
Other programs and activities are being planned for the Society. It
is a growing, viable group and one well worth the small cost ($5.00 single,
and $6.00 family membership) for anyone interested in South Carolina archeology.
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EXCAVATION AT NEWINGTON PLANTATION
(38DR15)
by Richard R. Polhemus
The Institute of Archeology and ,Anthropology began exploratory excavation of the Newington Plantation (38DR15), located near Summerville, South
Carolina, on July 17, 1972 to determine the original building plan and period
of occupation prior to possible destruction by a housing development. The
initial excavation, which continued until July 19, was extended by weekend
volunteers supervised by Richard Polhemus of the Institute in a continuing
effort to locate additional buildings and acquire further information concerning the people who occupied the site. This work is still going on and
is expected to continue into the fall months.
The plantation generally known by 1696 as Newington was settled by
Daniel Axtell or his widow, Lady Rebecca Axtell, in the early or middle
1680's. The plantation was occupied by Lady Axtell until 1711 when she
gave Newington to her daughter Lady Elizabeth Blake, widow of Governor
Joseph Blake. Lady Blake's place was destroyed by "The Apalatchee and other
Southern Indians" in July of 1715 during the Yamassee War. The brick mansion
house and outbuildings which form the main surviving feature of the site may
have been built after the Yamassee War or shortly after Col. Joseph Blake
inherited the plantation in 1726. The plantation was owned by various members of the Blake family until it was sold to Henry A. Middleton in 1837 but
does not seem to have been occupied by the Blakes after Daniel Blake's death
in 1780. Newington is said to have burned in 1845 and the area was not occupied thereafter.
The exploratory excavation at Newington resulted from the exposure of
brick foundations during construction of an access road in the Newington
Estates housing development near Summerville. Mr. J. H. Pratt, the developer, realized the significance of the ruin thus exposed and stopped
work in that area. The Institute of Archeology and Anthropology was contacted and after surface collections were evaluated and a preliminary document search completed, an exploratory excavation was planned to supplement
our knowledge of the site. The resulting building plan and artifact samples
will aid in determing the nature of future work on the site and will aid Mr.
Pratt in his development planning.
Careful study of an aerial photograph of the site provided clues to the
settlement pattern at Newington Plantation and exploratory trenches presently
seem to confirm the presence of structures and other features forming an open
square (400 feet on a side), utilizing the mansion house as a corner and the
pond as the fourth side. Three brick structures and a well have been located
on the south side of the square and limited testing has provided traces of
structures on the west side. The east side of the square is indicated by an
alignment of trees and many brick fragments. Testing in this area may provide evidence of structures or terraces if the area has not been too disturbed.
The open area in the center of the square may be a yard or a portion of the
frequently mentioned gardens leading down to the pond or "reflecting pool".
The presence of a well and the large quantity of domestic refuse on the east
side of the square would suggest that the kitchen was located there. The
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brick mansion house and associated structures forming the open square described above may have been built by Col. Joseph Blake shortly after he acquired the plantation in 1726.
The early period of occupation at Newington Plantation is presently
represented by a single timber and clay structure which may have been destroyed in July of 1715 during the Yamassee War. The artifacts recovered
from the cellar of this structure all date prior to 1715 and some evidence
of destruction by fire is present. Further excavation will locate other
structures associated with the Axtell occupation of the plantation.
The exploratory excavation at Newington Plantation is providing an
excellent opportunity to study the material culture of a series of wealthy
and historically important individuals, and to compare it with that of less
well-to-do persons obtained from other sites in South Carolina. Preliminary examination of the material indicates that, although the range of
ceramics and most other items are similar to those of other sites, certain
types such as overglaze enameled Oriental porcelain are much more prevalent.
In addition to providing information on the range of things made and used
by the inhabitants of Newington Plantation the artifacts provide information
concerning the appearance of the buildings in the form of delft tiles, hinges,
window glass, and decorative moldings. Food refuse in the form of animal
bones, fish scales, oyster shells and egg shells provide information on
diet and use of the environment.
The excavation continues to add information through the weekend efforts
of concerned individuals under the direction of Mr. Polhemus and the gratefully acknowledged cooperation of Mr. J. H. Pratt of Summerville. It is
hoped that future excavation will locate not only the other brick structures
associated with the Blake occupation but will locate other early period
structures associated with the Axtell occupation as well.

ADMINISTRATIVE CHANGES
The University of South Carolina is growing! This fall the anticipated
enrollment will be more than 23,000. With growth come changes and as of
July 1st major changes were made in the U.S.C. accounting system and administrative procedures; Colleges, Schools and Vice Presidents were rearranged
and duty assignments were redistributed. All Vice Presidents became Vice
Provosts.
Of concern to the Institute, apart from the new accounting and other
administrative procedures, was the change in Vice Presidents. The Institute
reports directly to the Vice President for Advanced Studies and Research and
not to a Dean or Department Head. Our Vice President has been Dr. H. Willard
Davis, a chemist, with whom we have worked so amicably for the past 3 1/2
years. Dr. Davis became Vice Provost for Regional Campuses. Our new Vice
Provost for Advanced Studies and Research is Dr. Bruce W. Nelson, a geologist,
who was advanced from Dean of the College of Arts and Sciences.
The Institute deeply appreciates the help and cooperation we have had so
pleasantly from Dr. Davis. We look forward with anticipation to a continuation
of this same fine cooperation from our new boss, Dr. Nelson.
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PREHISTORIC SUBSISTENCE AND SETTLEMENT
ON THE UPPER SAVANNAH RIVER
(Research Manuscript Series, No.8, October 1970)
by E. Thomas Hemmings
INTRODUCTION
During recent archeological surveys in the Trotters Shoals Reservoir
basin on the upper Savannah River, 70 prehistoric sites were recorded
(Hemmings 1970; Hutto 1970). Prior surveys of the Hartwell and Clark Hill
basins, above and below Trotters Shoals, as well as a few excavations, provide some basis for inferring a sequence of subsistence and settlement
patterns in the upper valley (Claflin 1931; Miller 1948, 1949; Caldwell
1953a, 1953b; Kelly and Neitzel 1961; Wauchope 1966). Specifically, relatively large numbers of sites in this area are assignable to a Middle
Archaic period, dating approximately 6500-1800 B.C., and to a late prehistoric-early protohistoric period, ca. A.D. 1300-1600. The former group of
sites is dominated by small lithic campsites with Old Quartz-Morrow Mountain
stone tool assemblages, and the latter by larger mound and village sites with
Savannah-Lamar ceramic assemblages. In addition, there is the group of
transitional Stallings Island sites in the immediate vicinity of Augusta.
Although there is some evidence for 10,000 years of occupation in the upper
Savannah valley, other periods are not well represented.
In this analysis I shall rely primarily on results obtained from survey
of the South Carolina portion of the Trotters Shoals Reservoir area, where
32 prehistoric sites were recorded, and secondarily on the Georgia survey
results (Hutto 1970). The reservoir pool will extend about 26 miles up the
Savannah River from the head of Clark Hill Reservoir to Hartwell Dam, with
major branches 12 miles long on the Rocky River and nine miles long on
Beaverdam Creek. This area includes portions of Hart and Elbert counties
in northeast Georgia and Abbeville and Anderson counties in western South
Carolina (U.S. Army Corps of Engineers 1968).
The survey technique employed in the South Carolina survey was intended
to provide preliminary subsistence and settlement data. Since Piedmont landforms are old and stable with respect to human occupation, we would expect
modern site location characteristics to directly reflect past site selection
and use. The types and frequencies of tools in sample surface collections
should further reflect the nature of site use. It will be shown later that
particular kinds of tool assemblages recurred on particular kinds of site
locations within the survey area. These observations suggest hypothetical
patterns of subsistence and settlement, which can be tested by a program of
excavation and detailed analyses of larger site collections.
ENVIRONMENTAL SETTING
The Savannah River is one of the major drainages of the Atlantic Slope.
Below the fall line at Augusta, the river flows over unconsolidated coastal
plain sediments; meandering slowly over a broad, swampy floodplain, it falls
130 feet in the 125 mile lower valley. In contrast, the river is fast-moving
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in its straight, narrow, upper valley, falling 370 feet in 85 miles from
the Seneca-Tugaloo confluence (flooded by Hartwell Reservoir) to Augusta.
The upper Savannah River flows entirely within the Piedmont Upland province
(Fenneman 1938). The Piedmont Upland surface, extending from the Blue
Ridge Mountains to the inner edge of the coastal plain, has a characteristic
level skyline, although the rivers and their larger tributaries are deeply
entrenched. In the Trotters Shoals Reservoir area the Savannah River has
cut about 200 feet from the upland surface, through a deep residual clay
mantle, to underlying crystalline rocks (Overstreet and Bell 1965).
Another salient character of the upper Savannah River, and of other
Piedmont rivers, is the occurrence of hard rock outcrops and rough water
at intervals along its course. These shoals exerted some influence on the
prehistoric use of the river since they provided excellent conditions for
shallow-water fishing and facilitated crossings on foot. However, shoals
were not suitable habitat for molluscs, such as occur near Stallings Island,
and they may have impeded boat travel to some extent. An engineering survey of the upper Savannah early in this century shows that about half the
length and three quarters of the fall of the river within the reservoir
basin is accounted for by five major shoals (Hall and Hoyt 1905). The
Georgia and South Carolina survey results suggest that prehistoric occupation was somewhat concentrated at these points, especially at Gregg, Cherokee
and Trotters Shoals.
For the purpose of analysis of site locations, four distinct geomorphic
and microenvironmental zones can be identified in the upper Savannah Valley.
The first is the river channel itself, where abundant, highly seasonal,
food resources, including runs of shad, migrating waterfowl, and so on,
were available. The second is alluvial floodplain, which was definitely
restricted in occurrence on the river and its tributaries, but provided
some suitable terrain for grazing and browsing mammals, game birds, and
predators, and for agricultural land.
The third zone is the valley slopes,
extensive, highly dissected bands of terrain bordering the river and larger
tributaries, where small drainages have cut a series of deep gullies and
high interfluves at right angles to the entrenched main streams. Travel by
men and animals on the valley slopes parallel to the river is hardly possible. Today the zone is heavily forested. The last microenvironmental
zone is the upland surface, a rolling plain meeting the valley slopes along
an irregular rim. Here was extensive dryer habitat for a variety of mammals
and birds, and relatively easy conditions for travel.
The character of Piedmont vegetation in prehistoric times is poorly
known (Whitehead 1965). Botanist William Bartram, crossing the Savannah
River at Trotters Shoals in May, 1776, described vegetation much like that
occurring today in the area, but omitting short-leaf pines which have come
into dominance through historic activities (Luginbill 1926; Van Doren 1928:
266).
LITHIC SITES
Sites whose surface collections included only stone materials were most
numerous throughout the reservoir basin. Sixteen were recorded in South
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Carolina and 21 in Georgia (Hutto 1970). Nearly all the lithic site collections included Morrow Mountain, Guilford or Savannah River projectile
points (Coe 1964), Old Quartz bifaces and unifacial flake tools (Caldwell
1954), and quartz chipping debris. Among the South' Carolina lithic sites
all were located on elevated terrain within the dissected valley slopes.
Furthermore, the site situations were ~f recurrent types, the most common
being promontories, or convergent ends of interfluves nearest major streams,
and ridge crests located on interfluves more distant from streams. Lithic
sites generally shared these characteristics: (1) an occupation area of
one to six acres, as measured by artifact scatter, (2) a commanding view
of extensive lower terrain, at least if modern forests were thinned or
removed, and (3) tabular masses of white quartz outcropping locally in
residual clay and evidence of quartz knapping (Table 1).
These lithic site location characteristics and artifact assemblages
suggest a dependence on hunting, and perhaps a forest nomadism pattern as
postulated by Caldwell (1958). The promontory sites of limited size and
tool inventory may be vantage points, occupied by single hunters or small
hunting parties, who were knapping quartz on a limited scale. Larger
promontory and ridge crest sites with diverse tool inventories probably
represent campsites, occupied by small groups of men, women and children
who performed a variety of domestic tasks. Three of these sites produced
hands tones and grinding slabs, presumably for processing plant foods, as
well as the common flaked tool types.
Morrow Mountain projectile points and Old Quartz bifaces and unifacial
flake tools were frequently associated on lithic sites in the reservoir
basin. On the basis of technology, as well as association in surface collections, these tool types may represent a single complex. I seriously
doubt that small site collections of Old Quartz tools are evidence of nonprojectile point or pre-projectile point complexes, but analyses of larger
excavated collections are needed.
In addition to Old Quartz-Morrow Mountain sites, a number of lithic
site collections from the reservoir basin were characterized by Savannah
River projectile points and a preference for chert, argillite and other
non-quartz knapping materials. These sites are few for initially formulating
a subsistence-settlement system, but at least some are located particularly
favorably for fishing. It is possible that the subsistence base was significantly broadened during this preceramic phase of the Savannah River
Archaic, or approximately 3000-1800 B.C., by new emphasis on the resources
of the river channel microenvironment, perhaps including aquatic mammals
and birds as well as fish.
CERAMIC SITES
Seven ceramic sites without significant evidence of preceramic components were recorded in the South Carolina survey and 10 in the Georgia
portion of the reservoir basin (Hutto 1970). Among the South Carolina
ceramic sites, three were small camps in the valley slopes zone, probably
representing hunting, fishing and collecting stations, while four were
villages on alluvial floodplain, 4 to 8 or more acres in extent, reflecting
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primary dependence on farming (Table 2). In Georgia two mound and village
sites of less imposing size than the Rembert Mound Group downstream (flooded
by Clark Hill Reservoir) were located on Beaverdam Creek (Caldwell 1953b;
Hutto 1970). Most ceramic sites in the Trotters Shoals Reservoir area
produced stamped Savannah and Lamar pottery types, and presumably were occupied in the Mississippian and Protohistoric periods, or between about
A.D. 1300 and 1600. Earlier Woodland pottery types were uncommon among
surface collections, and Woodland occupation seems to have consisted of
small hunting, fishing and collecting camps in the Archaic tradition.
Fiber-tempered pottery was introduced about 1800 B.C. at Stallings
Island, and is found in several freshwater shellfish midden sites nearby,
but apparently was never utilized farther upstream. No fiber-tempered sherds
were present in Trotters Shoals survey collections.
Perhaps because of the dearth of flood plain farmlands, late prehistoric full dependence on agriculture and the spread of complex ceremonialism,
so characteristic of other Southeastern regions, largely bypassed the upper
Savannah Valley. Continuing this trend in early historic times, the Cherokee
Lower Settlements were located above the upper valley, which served as
hunting territory and a buffer zone against the Creeks (Mooney 1900).
MULTICOMPONENT SITES
Six sites in the South Carolina portion of the reservoir basin and
seven in Georgia produced evidence of both preceramic and ceramic components
in the form of identifiable Archaic projectile point types and pottery sherds.
The South Carolina sites are small camps on the dissected valley slopes,
which were probably concerned with hunting, fishing and collecting (Table 3).
Generally, no tillable land was available in the immediate vicinity. These
sites were characterized by preceramic and ceramic components common elsewhere in the basin, i.e., Morrow Mountain, Savannah River, and SavannahLamar, while the Georgia sites produced some evidence of Woodland occupation
(Hutto 1970). The nature of multicomponent sites strengthens the supposition
that exploitation of natural food resources was basic to subsistence, even
after floodplain farming was practiced in the upper valley.
FISH TRAPS
One group of sites is entirely confined to the river channel. These
consist of boulder alignments placed across the current at strategic locations. Similar structures have been reported on many of the larger rivers
of the eastern United States (Strandberg and Tomlinson 1969). The common
type consists of one or more V-shaped rock structures; the apex of the V
pointed downstream and terminated in an open chute where fish were collected
in basketry traps. The use of these traps by historic Indians is well
described by Adair (1775: 432) and other early traders and travelers.
Three fish traps were located on the Savannah River within the reservoir basin, but others may be undetected because of high water and poor
preservation. One trap, consisting of a 300 foot alignment and two V's,
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TABLE 1.

\0

SUMMARY OF LITHIC SITE TYPES AND CHARACTERISTICS.

SITE
DESIGNATION

DISTANCE
TO RIVER
(miles) *

AREA OF
OCCUPATION
(acres)

38ABll

.05

1+

bluff near shoal

fishing camp

38AB17

.25

2

ridge crest

vantage point

38AB18

.19

2

promontory

vantage point

38AB19

.33

6

ridge crest

camp/vantage point

38AB25

.28

2

promontory

vantage point

38AB27

.13

1

ridge crest (saddle)

quarry?

Palmer

38AB28

.02

1

promontory

vantage point

Morrow Mountain I

38AB29

.01

5+

ridge crest

camp

Guilford

38AB30

.08

1

promontory

camp/vantage point

38AB3l

.28

1+

ridge crest

camp

Morrow Mountain I

38AB32

.09

2

promontory

camp

Palmer, Morrow Mountain I

38AB33

1.25

1

hillslope

camp/workshop?

Morrow Mountain I

38AB35

1.25

1

knoll

camp/workshop?

Guilford

38AB37

.15

2

promontory

camp/vantage point

Guilford, Savannah River

38AN5

.06

hills lope near shoal

fishing camp

Savannah River

38AN6

.10

promontory

camp/vantage point

Guilford

TOPOGRAPHIC
LOCATION

PROJECTILE
POINT TYPES

SITE TYPE**

Morrow Mountain I

~

*
**

3

Represents approximate map distance; actual walking distance is somewhat greater.
Inferred from site size, location, artifact content, and other characteristics.

TABLE 2.

\0
N

SUMMARY OF CERAMIC SITE TYPES AND CHARACTERISTICS.

SITE
DESIGNATION

DISTANCE
TO RIVER
(miles)*

AREA OF
OCCUPATION
(acres)

38AB12

.02

1+

38AB13

.02

38AB14

.06

38AB22

.00

38AB26

.02

38AB34

1.00

38AN8

*

.08

TOPOGRAPHIC
LOCATION

SITE TYPE**

POTTERY
TYPES

bluff

farming/fishing camp

floodplain

agricultural village

bluff near shoal

fishing camp

floodplain

agricultural village

4+

floodplain

farming/fishing camp

4+

hill crest

seasonal hunting/
collecting village

Lamar

agricultural village

Lamar?

1

8+

floodplain

Represents approximate map distance; actual walking distance is somewhat greater.

** Inferred from site size, location, artifact content, and other characteristics.

TABLE 3.

1..0

v.>

SUMMARY OF MULTICOMPONENT SITE TYPES AND CHARACTERISTICS.

SITE
DESIGNATION

DISTANCE
TO RIVER
(miles)*

AREA OF
OCCUPATION
(acres)

38ABIO

.04

2+

bluff near
shoal

fishing camp

38AB20

.50

4+

ridge crest

hunting/collecting camp

Savannah River

38AB23

2.00

I

hills lope

hunting/collecting and
fanning (7) camp

Morrow Mountain I

TOPOGRAPHIC
LOCATION

PROJECTILE
POINT TYPES

SITE TYPE**

38AB24

2.00

I

hillslope

hunting/collecting and
fanning (1) camp

Yadkin,
Morrow Mountain I

38AB36

.75

I

knoll

hunting/fishing camp

Caraway, Yadkin,
Savannah River

38AN7

.04

2+

bluff

fishing camp

* Represents approximate map distance; actual walking distance is somewhat greater.
** Inferred from site size, location, artifact content, and other characteristics.

extends from the South Carolina bank to the north end of Carter Island at
Cherokee Shoals. This structure has the interesting possibility of being
datable by radiocarbon; two logs, incorporated in the alignment during
construction or repair, should give some idea of its age. Subsequently,
two radiocarbon dates have been determined on samples from these two logs.
Sample GX2283 (Isotopes Inc.) dated one log as 545 + 100 BP or A.D. 1505.
Sample GX2282 (Isotopes Inc.) dated the other log at 180 + 80 BP or A.D.
1770. Even the + factor does not permit overlap of these-dates. It may
be interpreted that the fishtrap was built by protohistoric Indians in the
sixteenth century and reused, with the addition of new logs, by the Colonists
in the latter part of the eighteenth century. A second, more irregular,
200 foot alignment is located just downstream. No artifacts were associated
with these traps, but a ceramic site, believed to be a fishing camp, was
recorded one quarter mile upstream, and may be associated with their use.
The third trap, only observed on air photos, contains two V's and extends
400 feet from the Georgia bank to Goat Island at Trotters Shoals. It appears to be well preserved. All of these structures should be studied,
mapped and photographed in detail before inundation by Trotters Shoals
Reservoir.
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A SOUTH CAROLINA STATE MUSEUM?
by Robert L. Stephenson
Our state has many museum assets but does not have a State Museum.
For three years the Institute has been exerting efforts toward the development of a State Museum. In July, 1969 we invited Dr. Eugene Kingman, then
of the Joslyn Museum in Omaha, to visit with us for a week and appraise
our potential for this. Dr. Kingman toured the State and met with most of
the museum people in the State. He prepared a highly encouraging report
of the assets and potentials for a South Carolina State Museum.
Last year, with the organization of the South Carolina Federation of
Museums, the Federation's annual meeting brought three outstanding museum
people to the state to discuss a State Museum. These were Dr. Carl Guthe,
president emeritus of the American Association of Museums, Dr. William A.
Burns of the San Diego Natural History Museum, and Dr. Budd H. Bishop
President of the Tennessee Association of Museums. These three consultants
gave us every encouragement in our project.
We moved next for legislative action and, through the efforts of Dr.
Frank Owens of Columbia, Dr. Jack Craft of the Columbia Museum of Art and
Science, and others a Legislative Study Committee was appointed. This
committee of nine met frequently and recommended to the General Assembly
that a plan for a _State Museum be developed, that a professional person be
hired to develop it and that initial funds be appropriated for this purpose.
The funds were included in the budget and passed. The State Museum plan
passed the Senate but was killed in the House. The small, initial funding
now is available for this purpose but cannot be used unless another bill is
passed in the next legislature.
Will we have a State Museum or won't we? On the recommendations of
----some of the most able advisors in the nation, South Carolina has the assets
and potential for a State Museum of excellence that will surpass any in the
Southeast, that will be a primary educational asset, that will attract
visitors to the State, and that will strengthen every existing local
museum throughout the State. It is ~ to all of us. If we want this great
asset for South Carolina we can have it, but we will all have to work together to provide the legislation that will make it possible.

--
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EXPLORATORY EXCAVATION IN THE YARD
OF THE JOHN FOX HOUSE (38LX31)
(Research Manuscript Series, No. 13, Sept. 1971)
by Richard R. Polhemus
INTRODUCTION
Exploratory archeological investigation behind the John Fox House
(38LX3l) was sponsored by the Lexington County Historical Society and undertaken by the Institute of Archeology and Anthropology, University of South
Carolina to locate any significant features which might be altered or
damaged by future development. The excavation was carried out during two
weeks in February 1971 by Richard Polhemus and John Jameson of the Institute
of Archeology and Anthropology. No work was done on the main structure
which is still standing in a good state of preservation. The primary purpose of the excavation was to locate and interpret outbuildings known to
have existed in the rear of the main structure (Figs. 1, 5).
I would like to thank the people who have contributed to this project,
particularly Mrs. Nancy Wingard of the Lexington County Historical Society;
Dr. Robert L. Stephenson, Director of the Institute of Archeology and Anthropology; and Mr. Stanley South, Archeologist of the Institute staff. I would
also like to thank John Jameson for his continued assistance during the excavation and for drafting the archeological base map of the John Fox House.
HISTORICAL SUMMARY
The John Fox House was constructed in
Lutheran Seminary and Classical Academy of
lished in 1833. The Seminary building was
House on the west side of Fox Street. The
John Fox, a resident of Lexington who held
Clerk of Court and State Senator (Wingard,

1835 in conjunctibn with the
the South Carolina Synod establocated opposite the John Fox
house was acquired in 1858 by
the position of County Sheriff,
personal communication).

DESCRIPTION OF STANDING STRUCTURES
The main frame house structure is almost entirely original although
several subsequent additions to the rear of the house have altered its appearance somewhat (Fig. 1). The central portion of the two story rectangular
structure measures 16 feet by 60 feet, flanked by a full length front porch
and back porch, each 16 feet in width. The original kitchen, represented
by foundations 82 feet behind the left rear portion of the house, was constructed at the time the house was built. At a later date, possibly when
John Fox acquired the property in 1858, the rear porch was enclosed to form
a number of additional rooms. John Fox may have added the building adjoining
the right rear portion of the house at the same time. This building is
presently used as the Lexington County Museum Office. The final addition
to the rear of the house was made in recent years when a structure identified
as the second kitchen was moved to a position on the left rear portion of
the house from a point 100 feet northeast of the house. The second kitchen
was probably constructed shortly after John Fox acquired the property. The
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FIGURE 1
Present day view of the rear of the John Fox House from the
southeast showing the later additions to the original structure.
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construction techniques, hewn sills and form of square cut nails found in
the second kitchen match those in the building used as the museum office
and the two structures appear to be of contemporary construction. The last
building presently standing on the lot, is a log structure moved onto the
property within the last ten years, from a location behind a house at 225
Columbia Avenue. The lot from which it was removed was once occupied by
Dr. Ernest Haze1ius, first President of the Lutheran Seminary. This structure, although dating from the first half of the nineteenth century, was
unfortunately placed over the north end of the foundations of the original
kitchen located during the present exploratory excavation.
THE EXCAVATION
The exploratory excavation consisted of 18 slot trenches and several
expansions of slot trenches to delineate structural features (Fig. 5).
Slot trenches are narrow, exploratory excavations to sterile subsoil to
locate significant features of archeological interest, such as building
foundations, refuse deposits or other evidence of human activity. Slots
1, 2, 3, 6, 8 and 14 were excavated to determine the size and construction
of the original kitchen. Slots 4, 5, 7, 9, 10 and 11 were excavated in
an unsuccessful attempt to locate the well. Slots 12 and 13 were excavated
to determine if there had been any earlier structures prior to the second
kitchen adjoining the left rear portion of the house. Slots 15 and 16
were excavated to define an elongated pit which may represent a small
potato cellar in a small outbuilding. Slots 17 and 18 were excavated to
determine the nature of a clay and refuse filled depression north of the
original kitchen.
DESCRIPTION AND INTERPRETATION OF FEATURES
The Kitchen
The original kitchen was located 82 feet behind the house when Slot 1
crossed the stone and brick chimney foundation situated at the south end
of the structure (Figs. 2.5). Other slot trenches revealed the size and
type of construction used for the structure. The stratigraphic position
of a number of artifacts beneath a wash layer derived from the yellow clay
mortar of the dismantled chimney gives an indication of the date the structure ceased to be used as a kitchen, sometime in the 1850's. This may have
been at the time John Fox acquired the house. The foundations show that
the structure was 16 feet wide and 26 feet long with an eight foot by four
foot chimney centered on the south end of the building.
The foundations are made of a base of roughly squared granite slabs
set in a wide, shallow, builders' trench overlain by a single course of
brick footings. The eight inch wooden sills are supported at intervals by
the brick footings. The brick used for the kitchen chimney and footings
match those of the original house footings and chimney. Traces of the eight
inch wooden sills remained in place on the single-course brick footings.
The foundations have been disturbed to a great extent in some areas suggesting
that some stone and bricks may have been reused elsewhere. The chimney
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FIGURE 2
Granite chimney foundation located at the south end of the
original kitchen.
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JOHN fOX HOUSE
38 LX31
SLOT 3

FIGURE 3
Northeast corner foundation of granite slabs overlain by brick
footing. Recently moved log smokehouse foundation in background.
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foundation is made of a single course of large, irregular blocks of granite
showing drill marks on them, overlain by the bottom course of the brick
chimney (Fig. 3). The remaining bricks were frost-broken when exposed. A
well-defined builders' trench was present around the back wall of the chimney foundation. The sandy subsoil in the hearth area was burned red.
The size of the chimney and the position of the structure in relation
to the main house suggest that the structure was the kitchen. Mrs. Beulah
King, a local resident who was born and lived in the John Fox House, recalled that a structure occupied the area we were excavating, and that it
was of the size and orientation of the structure we located. She recalled
that the structure was used as a smokehouse and had one large and one small
room, but was positive that the chinmey was not present at that time. She
remembered that the smoking process was accomplished in a metal container
rather than a brick firebox, and that the structure had a wooden floor.
It is suggested that the original kitchen was built in 1835 at the
time the main house was constructed, as the bricks, nails, dimensions, and
orientation indicate. It is also suggested that the kitchen ceased to be
used as a kitchen, possibly at the time the present kitchen was constructed,
and that the chimney was dismantled at that time. This may have been in
1858 when John Fox acquired the house. The yellow clay used as mortar between the bricks washed out into a layer, dipping away from the chimney
foundation on three sides, ending at the wall line for the structure and
covering a small deposit of blue-edged pearlware sherds. The wash did
not extend north of the wall line, indicating that the structure was still
standing at the time the chimney was dismantled. The opening left in the
south wall was probably closed at that time and the remaining structure
utilized as a storehouse and smokehouse. This structure was removed about
1940 and old photographs may give a good idea of the appearance of the
structure if such photographs can be located.
A receipt for building materials, found among the Fox papers, provides
an idea of the size and quantity of materials for a 16 by 26 foot frame
structure utilizing the same form of construction as the Fox House.

1848
Augt 2
2
2
2
4
4
13
13
38
12
27
12
8
1100
500

Receipt for Building Materials
Stepney, Goodwin D.
To George Leaphart
24th
Sills 26 ft. long 8 by 8
276 ft.
Do. 16 ft. long 8 by 8
170 "
Plates 26 ft. long 4 by 6
104 "
Do. 16 ft. 19. 4 by 6
64 "
Posts 10 ft. 19. 4 by 6
80 "
Braces 15 ft. 19. 4 by 4
80
Joists 16 ft. 19. 2 1/2 by 8
346
Do. 18 ft. Ig. 3 by 5
270
Studs 10 ft. 19. 3 by 4
380
Rafters 19 ft. 19. 3 by 4
228
Boards 18 ft. 19. 12 by 1
486
192
Do. 16 ft. 19. 12 by 1
Do. 16 ft. 19. 12 by 1 1/2
192
Ft. of weather boarding 10 by 3/4 - 1100
Ft. of Rough edge Boards
500
102

$ 2.41
1.49
.91
.56
.70
.70
3.42
2.36
3.32
1.99
4.25
1.68
1.68
9.63
3.50
$38.20

Although the 1848 Receipt does not refer to the building in question, the
material supplied was cut to order and supplies construction details not
available to the archeologist concerning a single story frame clapboard
structure of the same dimensions and period. A further search of the Fox
papers in possession of the Lexington County Historical Society may provide not only clues to building construction and repair but also to the
location of other outbuildings not found in the exploratory excavation.
Other Features
The slots excavated, in an unsuccessful attempt to locate the well,
exposed a number of minor features. Slot 4, north of the museum office,
exposed evidence of a large tree fall as shown by a large irregular basinshaped feature filled with sand. A sherd of blue-edged pearlware and a
jaw trap fragment in the fill suggest that the hole was open after construction of the house. A footing of unknown date was located near the house
and may have been part of a small porch remembered by Mrs. King at the
northeast corner of the house. A small ditch paralleling the wall of the
present museum office contained material indicating a date of about 1900.
Slot 5 crossed a shallow, unidentified disturbance which was not completely
exposed. Slots 7 and 11 revealed a number of small post holes.
Slots 12 and 13, excavated to determine the presence of any earlier
structures on the site of the present kitchen, revealed no traces of disturbance other than the drip line from the present structure. A large
tree stump was also located beneath the present structure.
Slots 15 and 16, excavated to define a long rectangular pit, located
one end of the feature and provided a vertical profile showing a flat bottom overlaid with a silt deposit. This feature could represent a portion
of the structure referred to in an 1869 inventory of the property as a
"potato house".
Slots 17 and 18, excavated to determine the nature of a clay and refusefilled depression north of the original kitchen foundation, revealed a recent
refuse layer, containing wire with plastic insulation, overlaid by a red
clay layer.
COMPARISON WITH OTHER STRUCTURES
The standing outbuildings situated behind the Hazelius-Leaphart Cottage, constructed between 1820 and 1830, occupied by the President of the
Lutheran Seminary, were examined to gain insight concerning the basic construction techniques which may have been utilized for the outbuildings
behind the John Fox House. The nails used for the construction of these
outbuildings are square cut and match those in the main portion of the
Hazelius-Leaphart Cottage and the John Fox House. The structures were
found to rest on foundations consisting of a single large stone at each
corner. The stones are not deeply set into the ground and would leave
little trace of the location of the outbuilding upon removal. It is quite
possible that the outbuildings behind the John Fox House were constructed
in a similar manner and left little evidence of their previous location.
103

THE ARTIFACTS
The artifacts recovered from the exploratory excavations at the John
Fox House contribute not only to the dating of the various features located but also give an idea of the material in use during the occupation
of the site. Unfortunately, only a small amount of material was recovered
in the tight context necessary to make it useful for furnishing the house
to the pre-Civil War period desired. The only sample of material having
such context was recovered in the vicinity of the chimney foundation of
the original kitchen, sealed under a layer of yellow clay deposited after
the chimney was dismantled. This area contained blue shell-edge pear1ware
(Fig. 4e) and white earthenware sherds, but no ironstone indicative of the
Civil War period and after, suggesting that the chimney was dismantled by
John Fox upon acquiring the property in 1858. Two wrought iron pan handles
and cast iron griddle fragments suggest cooking activity prior to deposition of the clay layer. Ceramics provide the most reliable dates of any
class of material in the collection.
Pear1ware is represented by most of the decorative techniques utilized
in this ware, characteristic of the first half of the nineteenth century.
Plain body sherds predominate and can be attributed to the edge ware groups.
Blue shell-edged pear1ware (Fig. 4e) and plain shell-edged ware were found
in plate and soup plate forms. Flow blue and banded ware occur in bowl and
cup forms. Blue hand-painted pear1ware occurs in cup and saucer forms.
Blue and purple transfer-printed pear1ware (Fig. 4f) occurs in plate forms,
as does the polychrome hand-painted pear1ware.
The second most frequent ceramic group is represented by white earthenware in a variety of decorative techniques found on the earlier pear1ware.
The white earthenware is characterized by the lack of the cobo1t blue tinted
glaze characteristic of pear1ware in areas with thick glaze accumulation,
a dead white surface, and noticeable porosity when touched to the tongue.
Vessel walls are thicker and forms more chunky than those of pear1ware.
White earthenware seems to be most characteristic of the middle half of the
nineteenth century. Sponged ware, sometimes called "spatter ware" occurs
in white earthenware at the Fox House in the form of a handleless cup.
Transfer printing on white earthenware incorporates more colors (sepia, red,
purple, and blue) than pear1ware.
Yellow wares, although common to the mid-nineteenth century are represented by only a small number of sherds. Banded yellow ware (Fig. 4g)
is well represented in the small sample as is a sand-textured group of
sherds (Fig. 4j) from a single vessel, possibly an animal effigy. This
ware has one source in Ohio, but was manufactured at many locations.
Course earthenwares are present in two forms, wheel turned Albany
slipped and the unglazed redware commonly utilized in manufacturing flower
pots. It is not possible to determine vessel form from the sherds present.
Stonewares are represented by two varieties common on mid-nineteenth
century sites in South Carolina. Locally made alkaline-glazed ware (Fig.
4i, 1, m) and fe1dspatich glazed ware utilized for ginger beer bottles.
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Two fragments of unglazed stoneware (Fig. 4k) were recovered from disturbed
excavation areas.
Ironstone is poorly represented from the excavation. This ware is
characterized by the surface appearance and vessel forms of white earthenware without the decorative techniques. The opaque paste is nonporous and,
like porcelain and stoneware, does not stick to the tongue. Decoration is
restricted to relief around the rim of plates and the exterior surface of
bowl forms. This ware is characteristic of the second half of the nineteenth
century and the first half of the twentieth century.
Porcelain is also poorly represented in the collection. The sherds
present could be quite recent in origin as the John Fox House has had a
continuous occupation until acquired by the Lexington County Historical
Society. The sherds are plain with the exception of a single gilded rim
and a figurine fragment decorated with blue flowers.
The metal artifacts are less dateable and more durable than ceramics
and thus have a longer probable span of use. The curtain tie (Fig. 4a),
curtain ring (Fig. 4b), the brass thimble (Fig. 4c), and the padlock (Fig.
4d), all could have been present in the pre-Civil War occupation of the
house.
The square cut nails are machine headed and match those found in the
standing structures.
The brass spoon and two-tine fork fragment could be useful in making
up place settings of tableware. The rest of the list of metal objects
found in the appendix to this report may have been deposited at any time
during the occupation of the house, with the exception of wire nails and
crown bottle caps which can be attributed to the twentieth century.
Only the wine bottle neck illustrated in Fig. 4h can be attributed
to the first half of the nineteenth century out of the collection of glass
recovered. Other glass recovered occurred in small fragments and is listed
in the appendix.
The slate pencil and writing slate fragments may have seen use by one
of the seminary students boarding in the Fox House. Other artifacts recovered consist of an abalone shell, single-hole button and a whetstone
from the kitchen area. A quartz biface Fig. 4n (an artifact of prehistoric
Indian origin) may represent either the prehistoric occupation of the lot
or an artifact collected by one of the occupants of the house.
SUMMARY AND RECOMMENDATIONS
The exploratory excavations at the John Fox House (38LX3l) have shown
once again the necessity of archeological reconnaissance and assessment of
historic sites prior to alteration by repair, reconstruction, restoration,
or the removal or addition of structures on such sites. The historic site
archeologist is frequently presented with problems due not so much to the
situation of the site as to well-meant attempts by sponsoring organizations
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FIGURE 4
ARTIFACTS RECOVERED DURING THE EXCAVATION
a.

Sheet Brass Curtain Tie

b.

Sheet Brass Curtain Ring

c.

Brass Thimble

d.

Iron Padlock

e.

Blue Edged Pearlware

f.

Blue Transfer Printed Pearlware

g.

Banded Yellow Ware

h.

Wine Bottle Neck

i.

Alkaline Glazed Stoneware

j.

Sand Textured Yellow Ware

k.

Unglazed Stoneware

1.

Alkaline Glazed Stoneware

m.

Alkaline Glazed Stoneware

n.

White Quartz Biface
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to "improve" the site to be preserved prior to calling upon the archeologist.
The example provided by the John Fox House is far from being an isolated
example in this respect and little actual damage has been done that could
not be rectified. The present kitchen could be replaced on its foundation
north of the main house. The log "smokehouse" could be returned to the
lot once occupied by Dr. Ernest Haze1ius, first President of the Lutheran
Seminary. The original kitchen, located through archeology, could be reconstructed on its original foundations utilizing both archeological and
documentary sources, or stabilized and interpreted to the public through
signs and as an historical architect's conception of the appearance of the
structure.
The present investigation has provided the location of a structure
identified as the original kitchen and traces of other artifacts in the
yard of the house. The relative age and construction sequence of the
structures concerned has been determined, utilizing excavated material and
structural similarities. The artifacts recovered during the investigation
of the yard will provide a comparative collection which can be used in
analyzing other mid-nineteenth century historic sites. These artifacts
also provide a nucleus of material associated with the house and its
occupants to act as a guide in furnishing the restoration with correct
ceramics, hardware, and other objects of the period of occupation desired.
The listing of artifacts recovered, contained here as an appendix is provided as an aid to this end. Those artifacts which can be correlated
with the pre-Civil War occupation either by stratigraphy or period of
manufacture are indicated with an asterisk.
Reconstruction of the original kitchen is possible but not recommended,
due to the difficulty in determining many details of the super structure
which would be necessary. If old photographs could be located showing the
structure remembered as a smokehouse, it is possible that the necessary
structural details could be determined. Further documentary research may
also provide information in the form of property descriptions or receipts
for construction materials. A detailed study of the construction techniques
used on the standing structures would also provide information which would
aid in reconstructing the original kitchen.
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APPENDIX
Artifacts recovered . during the exploratory excavation in the yard
of the John Fox House (38LX3l).
Artifacts which can be correlated with the pre-Civil War occupation
(1835-1858) are marked with an asterisk.
Ceramics
Pearlware
*Plain
*Shell edge, blue
*Shell edge, plain
*Flow blue
*Banded ware

37
12
2
1
8

*Hand painted, blue
*Hand painted, polychrome
*Transfer printed, blue
*Transfer printed, purple
Total Pearlware

White Earthenware
*Plain
*Gilded rim
*Sponge ware, red & green
*Hand painted polychrome

60
1
2
5

8
6
2

Total White Earthenware

84

1
4
8

Gilted rim

Course Earthenware
*Albany slipware
Unglazed, red (flower pot)

7
4

Lead glazed, red with
slipped interior

1

Total Yellow Ware

Total Course Earthenware

27

Unglazed

14

1

12

2

Total Stoneware

8

73

*Transfer printed, blue
*Transfer printed, purple
*Transfer printed, red

Yellow Ware
*Plain
*Banded
Roughened

Stoneware
*Alkaline glaze
*Feldspathic glaze (ginger
beer bottle)

3
4
4
2

37

Ironstone
Plain

22

Total Ironstone

22

Porcelain
*Plain
Gilted

8
1

Gilted with molded blue
flowers

1

Total Porcelain

10
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TOTAL CERAMICS 252

Metal
Iron
*Padlock
Gate pintal
*Square cut nails
Wire nails
*Wrought iron pan handles
*Cast iron griddle fragments
*Cast iron kettle fragment
Cast iron handle fragments

1
1
44
15
1
2
1
2

*"T" clamp from saw
Chain link
*Two tine fork
Harness buckle
*Flat file
*Wood Chisel
Crown bottle caps
Total Iron

1
1
1

2
1
1
2

76

-----------------------------------------------------------------------,

Brass
Spoon bowl
*Curtain tie fragment
Curtain rings
*Straight pins

1
2

3

*Thimble
Shotgun shell fragment
Tablespoon silver plated

1
1
1

2

Total Brass

11

Zinc
Button-four hole

1

"Perfect" Mason jar cap

1

Total Zinc

2

TOTAL METAL

90

Glass
*Wine bottle
*Flat Glass (window)
Small bottle (shades of
green, blue and amber
Clear glass (recent)
Soda bottle
"Lightning" jar lid
fragments

11

40
35
38
3

"Perfect" mason jar cap
milk glass liner
"Shoe Polish" bottle
Tumbler fragment
Mason jar fragments
Carnival glass
Amber "Peroxide" bottle

6

1
1
6

1
1

2

Total Glass

145

Other
*Shell button (Abalone)
*Whetstone
*Slate pencil
*Slate fragments

1
1
1
2

Bone-pig
cow
chicken
unidentified
Total Other
GRAND TOTAL
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4
1

10
22
42
528
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A REPRINTED NOTE ON SOUTH CAROLINA BURIALS
In the "Brief Communications" section of the AMERICAN ANTHROPOLOGIST
Vol. 42, No. 1 for January - March 1940, pp. 177-178, is a brief note by
Dr. M. F. Ashley-Montagu that is pertinent to South Carolina archeology.
These older issues of the American Anthropologist are not readily available to a very wide audience here in South Carolina, and it would seem of
value to reprint this note on these pages. From this note one may have a
contemporary view of the treatment of the dead, the use of a charnel house,
and the disposition of the bones of the dead in burial urns.
The urn, is seems, would contain a mixture of bones rather than the
bones of anyone individual. It is also clear that the bones were not subjected directly to the fire, but were put in the earthen pot around which
a fire was built. One wonders if the bones were "cooked" dry in this way,
or if liquid was put in with them to remove the last fragments of flesh.
The former is implied, but a dry pot on an open fire might readily break.
At any rate, this seems to us a most illuminating note. It is here reprinted verbatim.

A SEVENTEENTH CENTURY ACCOUNT OF BURIAL CUSTOMS
AMONG THE INDIANS OF SOUTH CAROLINA
While examining the Letter Books of the Royal Society at the Society's
rooms at Burlington House, London, I encountered a copy of a letter written
in October, 1694, giving an account of the burial customs of an unnamed
Indian tribe of South Carolina. This letter, so far as I can discover, has
not hitherto been published, and since it is not without some interest, I
am able to make it available here by the courtesy of the President and
Council of the Royal Society.
Concerning the writer, Mr Rich: Warwick, I have been able to learn
nothing, except that he was not a Fellow of the Royal Society.
The letter has been copied by hand into the Copy of the Letter Book
of the Royal Society, vol. 11 2 , p. 35, and reads as follows:
A letter from M! Rich: Warwick Given a Relation of the Manner of Burial
of the Indians in South Carolina N B. this Gentleman lived there Severall
Years Oct. 1694.
When anyone dyes the Relations take the body and Wrap it in a Sheet
of Canes & dig an hole in the Ground about two foot Deep and Sett the body
upright on his feet, so wrapt about with Canes, & ram in Earth about his
leggs. next they take Cabbage leaves (as they call them) which seemes to
be the Palmeta, very like the Tallipot leafe, and Wind these leaves about
the body, from the bottom to the top, and tye them very Close, at the top
that no Water can gett in, when the body hath Stood a Certain time in this
position, which length of time is known to be Sufficient to have Cleansed
all the flesh from the bones, they take it down and take off all the leaves
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and Canes, from about the bones, w~h they find to be very White and Cleane,
then they put the bones into a Basket and Carry them to a kind of Shed
built for the purpose, and there Sett down the Baskett with the Stones,
in it, next to the Relation before deceased & when the place is filled,
so that they have no more romme, they bring a large Earthen pott, and make
a fire about it, and Cast in the bones of their Relations, which, when
burnt and the pott cold, they bind a Deer-Skinn over the top of the pott
and bury it in the Ground.
M. F. ASHLEY-MONTAGU
Hahnemann Medical College and Hospital
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The archeology of South Carolina represents the great
cultural heritage of our state and is an important page
in the total history of our country. Through the Archeological Society of South Carolina, amateur and professional alike work together to preserve our proud past.
Membership in this organization can result in a better
understanding of our cultural heritage and its benefit to
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